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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 60, 69 and 70 have been examined. Claims 1 - 59 and 61 - 68 have 
been canceled by Applicant. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 60 and 70 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Schutz (4.603,868) in view of Fowlkes (3,583,720). Schutz discloses a roller skate 

comprising: 

• a skate guard (Fig. 3, item 7); 

• said skate guard including an open ended channel (Fig. 2, item 11); 

• a plurality of apertures extending transversely through said guard in a 
longitudinally spaced manner along said guard (Fig. 3, item 18); 

• pairs of wheel assemblies (Fig. 1, item 16); 

• said wheel assemblies including axles mountable to, and supported by, through 
a variably selected one of said apertures (Fig. 4, item 24); 

• said apertures being open slots, i.e. an unobstructed hole through said guard 
(Fig. 3, item 18). 
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Schutz does not disclose a locking member. Fowlkes, however, discloses an ice 
skate blade guard comprising: 

• a lock member, i.e. strap (Fig. 1 . item 54); 

• a connector (Fig. 1 , item 56); 

• an aperture formed in a skate guard which receives said lock member (Fig. 1, 
item 52). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to combine the strap of Fowlkes with the undercarriage of Schutz 
in order to facilitate securing of a guard to a blade (column 2, lines 50 and 51). 

Claim 69 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schutz 
(4,603,868) in view of Fowlkes (3,583,720) as applied to claims 60 and 70 above, and 
further in view of Kassal (5,290,065). Schutz in view of Fowlkes does not make use of a 
pin connector for said lock member. Kassal, however, discloses a roller blade skate 
wheel cover comprising: 

• a locking mechanism secured to an aperture by a pin, i.e. bolt (Fig. 3, item 37). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 

instant invention was made to combine the pin attachment of Kassal with the guard of 
Schutz in view of Fowlkes in order to provide additional security to the connection 
between said locking mechanism and said guard. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant* s arguments with respect to claim 60 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Applicant argues that none of the cited pieces of prior art teach or suggest a heel 
strap and wheel assembly. As this combination of limitations is rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103, there is no requirement that any single reference teach both listed 
limitations. 

For this reason, the rejections stand. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• DiGregorio (6,032,962) discloses isoblader skates; 

• Bensette et al. (4,324,408) disclose an ice to roller skate converter; 

• Weitzner (3,292,940) discloses a convertible ice, hockey and roller skates; 

• Yates (250,31 9) discloses a roller skate. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John D. Walters whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
8269. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, Sam - 5pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher Ellis can be reached on (571) 272-6914. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Infomnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



John D. Walters 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3618 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3600 
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